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The number of judges who can be disqualified by the mere filing of an affidavit of prejudice is generally limited by statute to a 
specified number per party, | or per side,” regardless of the number of parties on each side. Where coplaintiffs or codefendants 


have substantially adverse interests, however, it is considered as if there are more than two sides in the case.“ 


A challenge by an intervenor is not in addition to the total number of challenges accorded each side.” 


Some courts have held that a party who has used up the available challenges may seek to disqualify another judge by specifying 


facts demonstrating prejudice.° 


Where one change of judge is granted in an action, the right of a party to disqualify a judge is exhausted when a request for 


disqualification is honored without an affidavit.” 
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